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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: amendment filed on 02/12/07 to application 
filed on 12/25/2001, which has the benefit of prior provisional filed on 01/27/2000. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 6, 14 are currently amended. Claim 16 is currently added. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6 and 14-16 are pending in the case. Claims 1 and 14 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention, 

5. Claims 1-4, 6 and 14-15 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. 

Regarding independent claims 1 and 14, these claims contain subject matter which was 
not described in the originally- filed specification of instant application in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. These claims include the featxires 
of:' 'receiving, from a user computer, a request to view updated content web page, wherein said 
request includes user preferences; retrieving said component according to said user preference, 
wherein each components includes a category tag corresponding to said user preferences". 
However, examiner does not find in originally-filed specification of instant application as well as 
the provisional of the instant application for supporting the features in the amended claims 1 and 
14. 
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Dependent claims 2-4, 6 and 15 are rejected for fully incorporating the dependencies of 
its base. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

(b) This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 1, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bernardo et al., US 6,684,369 Bl, filed 1997, and Dabnev et al., US 6,643,663 Bl, filed 
10/1999, and Gill et aL, US 6,052,514, filed 01/1995 as previous provided by examiner 
"Notice of References cited" mailed on 06/14/05, Ferrel et al., US 5,860,073, filed on 07/95, 
and Lafer et al., US 6,192,382 Bl, filed on 09/24/97. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Bernardo teaches managing web contents from many 
web site's companies, including the steps of: 

- receiving, at a content management application, a request to create updated content 
for a content page within said company website, wherein said updated content 
comprises components (Bernardo, col.7, lines 14-16; coL8, lines 29-35; col.9, lines 



48-64; col. 10, lines 55-61; receiving a request to create, edit/update a web site, such 
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as editing/updating or adding images, logos, text, graphics, and other object/content 
in a web page of a company website); 

- creating said components according to said request (Bernardo, col. 3, lines 29-38; 
col.6, lines 32-56; coL8, lines 1-37; col.9, lines 48-64; col.lO, lines 55-61; creating 
edited/updated content that comprises objects, such as images, logos, text, graphics, 
etc.); 

- storing said each of said components within a markup language file in a database, 
wherein said data elements are decoupled from said content page (Bernardo, fig.l; 
col.5, line 51 - col.6, line 22; col.9, lines 24-47; col. 10, lines 19-32; storing non- 
HTML objects and html objects respectively so that a user is able request both html 
object and non-HTML object; each object in the web site contains an associated 
profile document; changing a company logo in the profile document, resulting 
automatically update each page of the web site associated with the profile document. 
This inherently discloses that the logos (objects) must be decoupled from said content 
page); 

- creating an updated content page, wherein said updated content page comprises 
content mapping data which includes instructions for mapping said components to 
said updated content page (Bernardo, col.6, lines 44-56; col.8, lines 1-12; col.lO, lines 
14-16; generating an HTML file comprises content mapping data for incorporating 
relationships for the updated content page); 

- routing said updated content page to a reviewer for approval (Bemardo, col.8, lines 
20-27; routing the created/edited web page to a reviewer); 
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- publishing said markup language file to said company website upon receiving 
approval of said updated content from said reviewer (Bemardo, col.9, lines 15-22; 
coL12, lines 1-10; coL23, lines 20-48); and 

- receiving a request to view said updated content page (Bernardo, figures 2-3; col. 5, 
lines 44-52; col.l9, lines 1-17; user view updated web page), 

Bernardo teaches databases 116 and 148 for storing non-HTML objects (elements) and 
html objects (elements) respectively so that a user is able request both html object and non- 
HTML object (Bernardo, fig.l; col.5, line 51 - col.6, line 22; col.9, lines 24-47). However, 
Bemardo does not explicitly disclose each of said data element is individually routed; the 
updated content page is created when each of said data elements has been authorized; and storing 
said data elements in a database globally accessible by a reviewer; retrieving said data elements 
according to said content mapping data of said updated content page, wherein said data elements 
are positioned on said updated content page according to said content mapping data; translating 
said markup language file fi-om a first markup language format to a second markup language 
format for presentation on said company website. 

Dabney teaches: 

- storing updated content in a database globally accessible by a reviewer, wherein said 
updated content is decoupled fi-om said content page (Dabney, col.5, line 63 - col.6, 
line 34; storing edited content data in a database so that a reviewer is able to review 
and edit the data before using in a web page). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Dabney into Benardo to store data/objects into a database 
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accessible by a reviewer, since the combination would have allowed the reviewer to review a 
particular object on a completed web page (Bernardo, col. 12, lines 6-10) as well as review the 
particular object or non-web object only (Dabney, col.6, lines 20-32; Bernardo, col.6, lines 15- 
21). 

Gill teaches routing each updated portion of a document to a reviewer and creating an 
updated content page when each of updated portion has been authorized by the reviewer (Gill, 
fig.2; col.3, lines 33-45; coL9, lines 3-64; each object areas 208 and 216 is assigned to different 
users for editing, such as articles or image. Each updated article is stored in a file (212) and 
routed to the layout designer for reviewing. The layout designer reviews, incorporates all 
updated articles and sends to a printing system and an archive storage device). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Gill and Bernardo and Dabney to review an updated 
portion of a document/web page, since the combination would have routed and notified the 
updated portion for the reviewer to review such portion for approval. 

Ferrel teaches creating an updated content page, wherein said updated content page does 
not include components and comprises content mapping data which includes instructions for 
mapping said components to said updated content page; and retrieving said component according 
to said content mapping data of said updated content page, wherein said components are 
positioned on said updated content page according to said content mapping data (Ferrel, col.9, 
lines 20-46; "separate content and design using MPS rather than placing content directly on a 
page . . . that dynamically find and display the content at runtime" and "Using this technique a 
publisher can change a title on a ongoing basis by merely updating the content"). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Ferrel's teaching and Bemardo's teaching to retrieve and 
display the updated data element at runtime when a user requests to view an updated 
website/web page, since the combination would have provided different implementations of 
creating/updating a website or web page as Ferrel disclosed "major advanatage of this approach 
is flexibility. Some part of a title may be created by hang-placing content directly on a page, and 
other parts may be created using dydnamic synthesis" (Ferrel, col.9, lines 47-52). 

Lafer teaches retrieving components according to user preferences, wherein each of said 
components includes a category tag corresponding to said user preferences; and positioning said 
retrieved components on said updated content page according to said content mapping data 
(Lafer, col.l, lines 59 - coL2, line 15; col.3, lines 15-22, lines 31-35). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Lafer's teaching and Benardo's teaching to allow the user 
to request the updated/created web page, since the combination would have provided 
updated/created web page based on user's preferences. 

Regarding claim 16, which is dependent on claim 1, Bernardo teaches said component 
comprise at least one of content components, cross-sell components, and navigation components 
(Bernardo, Bernardo, col.3, lines 29-38; col.6, lines 32-56; col.8, lines 1-37; col.9, lines 48-64; 
col. 10, lines 55-61; creating edited/updated content that comprises objects, such as images, 
logos, text, graphics, etc.) 
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Pages 



Claim 14 is for a computer readable medium containing instructions for performing the 
method of claim 1 and is rejected under the same rationale. 

8. Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bernardo, Dabnev, GilK Ferrel and Lafer as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Livingston , US 6,424,979, filed 1998. 

Regarding dependent claim 2, which are dependent on claim 1, Bemardo does not 
explicitly disclose said markup language file is in the extensible Markup Language (XML) 
format. 

Livingston teaches markup language comprise HTML and XML (Livingston, col. 12, 
lines 20-23). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Livingston's markup languages into Bernardo's markup 
language to create, edit, or update content of a website, since the combination would have 
facilitated generating markup language process in both popular markup languages: HTML and/or 
XML. 

Regarding dependent claim 3, which are dependent on claim 1, Bemardo teaches 
retrieving said markup language file from said database (Bemardo, col.23, lines 20-48; retrieving 
the updated web page from a link to review). However, Bemardo does not explicitly teach 
translating said markup language file from a first markup language format to a second markup 
language format for presentation on said company web site. 
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Livingston teaches translating said markup language file from a first markup language 
format to a second markup language format for presentation on said company web site 
(Livingston, colli, lines 34-36 and col.l2, lines 20-23). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Livingston's markup languages into Bemardo's markup 
language to create, edit, or update content of a website, since the combination would have 
facilitated generating markup language process in both popular markup languages: HTML and/or 
XML. 

9. Claims 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bernardo, Dabnev, Gill. Ferrel and Lafer as explained in claims 1 and 2 above, and further 
in view of Bi et ah, US 6,311,178 Bl, filed 09/1998 and Branson US 5,877,819, filed 04/1998. 

Regarding dependent claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Bernardo does not 
explicitly teach storing said markup language file includes storing said markup language file in 
an extensible database that is platform and software independent. 

Bi teaches extensible database used to serve cHent requests (Bi, col.8, lines 45-59). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bi and Bernardo to include an extensible database, since 
this would have allow the client/user request or queries as Bi disclosed. 

However, Bi does not explicitly disclose a database that is platform and software 
independent. 
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Branson teaches database that is platform and software independent (Branson, col.28, 
lines 4-11), 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Branson's database into Bi and Bernardo to provide a 
- database that is platform and software independent, since this would allowed to only change the 
software drivers that control devices that are added or removed from the system as Branson 
disclosed. 

Regarding dependent claim 6, which is dependent on claim 2, Bernardo does not 
explicitly disclose storing said markup language file includes storing said markup language file 
in an extensible database that is platform and software independent, wherein said markup 
language file is an XML file. 

Bi teaches extensible database used to serve cHent requests (Bi, col.8, lines 45-59). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bi and Dodrill to include an extensible database, since 
this would have allow the client/user request or queries as Bi disclosed. 

However, Bi does not explicitly disclose a database that is platform and software 
independent. 

Branson teaches database that is platform and software independent (Branson, col.28, 
lines 4-11). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Branson's database into Bi and Bernardo to provide a 
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database that is platform and software independent, since this would allowed to only change the 
software drivers that control devices that are added or removed from the system as Branson 
disclosed. 

Response to Arguments 
10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6, 14 and 16 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicants argue that the originally-filed and incorporated provisional application teach 
"receiving, from a user computer, a request to view said updated content page, wherein said 
request includes user preferences ", since "those of ordinary skill would appreciate that the steps 
described in section 2.2.2 take place following a request and prior to providing the requested web 
page to the user. 

This is not persuasive. Examiner agrees that the originally-filed teaches user requests 
updated web page for viewing, such as requesting an XML web page. However, there is nothing 
in the originally-filed indicates that said request includes user preferences . 

Provisional application 60/178,456 does not indicate that a request includes user 
preferences. Provisional appHcation 60/178,456 merely discloses page level category: keyword 
tags and component level category: keyword tags. The component level category: keyword tags 
are used to match user's preferences, wherein user's preferences are "determined by the click 
count for category: keyword associated with the pages the visitor has viewed overtime". This 
indicates that the user's preferences are determined in previous viewed web page, not including 
in the request. The teaching of providing requested web page based on user's preferences does 
not indicates that the user's preferences must be included in the request. 
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Applicants argue that the originally- filed and incorporated provisional application teach 
"retrieving said components according to said content mapping data of said updated content 
page, wherein each of said components includes a categorv tag created from said user 
preferences ". 

This is not persuasive. It is noted that the claim language recites user preferences 
included in the request to view updated content page. Therefore, Examiner cannot find the 
teaching of retrieving components according to said user preferences, wherein said user 
preferences "included in the user request to view updated content page as well as category tag 
created from said user preferences that included in the request in the instant application. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to apphcant's 
disclosure. 

Himmel et al., US 6,321256 Bl, filed 05/98, teaches method for controlling client access 
to documents. 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
AppHcant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thu V. Huynh whose telephone number is (571) 272-4126. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov, Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



TVH 

April 26, 2007 




STEPHEN HONG 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



